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This Court has jurisdiction of this appeal pursuant to the
Arizona Constitution Article VI, Section 16, and A.R S. Section
12- 124(A).

Appel lant has requested Oal Argunent in this case;
however, oral argunent would not be helpful to a resolution of
the i ssues presented.

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED denying the Request for Oral
Ar gunent .

This matter has been under advisenment and the Court has
considered and reviewed the witten record of the trial court’s
file and the menorandum submitted by Appellant. Appel | ee has
chosen not to file a nenorandumin this case.
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This case involves an Injunction Against Harassnent granted
by the Phoenix Cty Court on Cctober 12, 2001 to Appellant,
Victor Dancel against his next door neighbor, Appellee, Mary
Fi el ds. Appel l ee requested a hearing on the Injunction which
was scheduled for Novenber 6, 2001. Both parties received
notice of this hearing and both parties appeared. After taking
testinmony and considering the evidence presented, the trial
court dismssed the Injunction Against Harassnment and vacated
its previous order granting the same on Novenber 6, 2001.
Appel lant filed a tinely Notice of Appeal in this case; however,
t hough it appears a taped recording of the hearing of Novenber
6, 2001 was prepared and turned over to Appellant, no tape
recording or transcript has been filed with this Court. Thus,
there is no transcript or tape recording of the hearing of
Novermber 6, 2001 for this Court to review Wthout a record
this Court nust presune that the trial court acted correctly in
dismssing the Injunction Against Harassnment and that the
evidence presented at that hearing fully supports the trial
court’s ruling.

I T IS THEREFORE ORDERED affirm ng the Phoenix City Court’s
order of Novenmber 6, 2001 dismssing the Injunction Against
Har assnent .

IT I'S FURTHER ORDERED renmanding this matter back to the
Phoenix City Court for all further and future proceedi ngs.
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